fer, can be managed within the terms of a healthy relationship between government and the research enterprise. It is not too soon to begin airing these matters within the framework of science and in dialogues with government. In that process, the leadership of AAAS will have to play a role.
For the great majoritNr of our members, the weekly arrival of Science continues to constitute their bond to AAAS. A topic of rising debate and perplexity for the past few years has been our Annual 1970s or the argumentative and confrontational 1960s. All kinds of "explanations" abound, few of them readily amenable to verification. Is it the content ofthe program, tight money, the dates chosen for the meeting, the economics of big urban settings, the prior claims of disciplinary society gatherings, or poor promotion? Is the tradition of a large and unfocused annual meeting going out of style? We hope to find out. What is still clear is the unmatched value of the AAAS meeting as a lode of public information about the state, opportunities, and dilemmas of contemporary science and technology in the United States. It comes as close to an "Annual Retreat" for the scientific community (and its critics) as any meeting can be, and no one can seriously lay the charge that it is establishment-run. But it is painful to go through all the preparation and design ofsymposia, lectures, youth seminars, exhibits, and special events only to have between 2000 and 3000 paid registrations in contrast to 6000 or 9000 in past years. Hand-wringing being unproductive, the Board is seizing upon the Chicago meeting to build much stronger scientific content into the heart of the program as an initial step, with more changes to follow in future years. degree of added value to a society struggling to secure and capture the meanings of change on the large scale. We can never be absolutely sure that we have it right, but there is little to show that any of the other instruments on which an open society depends have learned to walk on water. As long as the advancement ofscience is understood to be something other than a sheer drive for power, and something more than a mere fueling agent for the engines of military or economic nationalism, we will probably achieve a decent balance in the ends and the uses of the search for knowledge, at least as far as we can look ahead. It is still worth reminding ourselves that in the general scheme of things science progresses not nearly so much by acrobatic leaps, as on its hands and knees.
Selected Program
The pleasure was mine.
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